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Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
DISTRICT OF OREGON 

EUGENE DIVISION 

CLEAR CLINIC and PINEROS Y 
CAMPESINOS UNIDOS DEL NOROESTE, 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

KRISTI NOEM, Secretary of the Department of 
Homeland Security; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF 
HOMELAND SECURITY (“DHS”); TODD 
LYONS, Acting Director of Immigration 
Customs Enforcement; CAMMILLA 
WAMSLEY, Seattle Field Office Director, 
Immigration and Customs Enforcement and 
Removal Operations; U.S. IMMIGRATION 
AND CUSTOMS ENFORCEMENT (“ICE”); 
PETE FLORES, Acting Commissioner of 
Customs and Border Protection; and U.S. 
CUSTOMS AND BORDER PROTECTION 
(“CBP”), 

Defendants. 

Case No.  6:25-cv-01906-AA 

DECLARATION OF SARA DENNISTON 
EDDIE IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS’ 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
A TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER  
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that my client was not in the Portland ICE building. The guard said yes, he was definitely 

not there.  

6. After consulting with another attorney over the phone, I went back to the ICE facility

around 12:25pm and spoke with two other security guards at the entrance, a young

woman and an older man. They also did not allow me into the building.

7. Both guards said that they were aware that I had spoken to the other security guard about

my client and both repeated that my client was definitely not at the Portland ICE

building. The female security guard questioned if ICE had detained my client because, if

ICE had detained him at 10:00 am in Gresham, my client definitely would be at the

Portland ICE building but he was not. The male security guard said it was probably local

police who detained my client, not ICE. Because I could not meet with my client, I left.

8. At 1:38 pm, approximately 1 hour after having left the ICE facility, my client K-J-G-C- 

called me and told me that he was at the ICE facility in Portland and had been there since

around 9:00 am that morning.

9. My client then handed the phone to ICE Officer Wilson who confirmed that my client

was at the Portland ICE building. Officer Wilson stated that there had been a mistake

earlier when I was told that my client was not in the Portland ICE facility because there

was “mix up in the name provided” for my client, and, for that reason, my client was

allowed to briefly call me.

10. I asked Officer Wilson if I could meet with my client today at the ICE building. He

informed me that would not be possible because the building is closed to the public on

weekends and there were no staff available for security screenings. I asked if there were
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